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VALIDITY OF Nin^TALL’S NAMES IN 

FHASEirS ('AlWLOGUE 

Arthur C'ronquust, David D. Keck and Bassett Maguire 

Dr. Lloyd Shinners has maintained in a recent issue of Bhodora 
(57: 290-295. 1955) that the names nsiially attributed to Nut- 
tall in Fraser’s C’atalof^ue, even tliose accomi)anied l>v descrip¬ 
tions, were not validly published. Fraser’s C'atalof»;u(\ an English 
nursery-firm’s pamphlet that appeared in 1813, was published 
without formal indication of an author, but it is univer.sally 
a(*knowledged that many or all of the new naiiK's contained 
in it were those of Thomas Nut t all. Many ot t 
were later republished by Nuttall with full descriptions, some- 
timi's with a refenMice to Fraser’s (’atalogue, sometinnvs without. 

Dr. Shinners shows that botanists have not been entirely 
consistent in their approach to Fraser’s (’atalogue, with the 
result that its rejection would displace some well known names, 
even while pre.serving others. Pcnslenion grandijlorus Nutt., 
which has regularly l)een acccjited in floras and monographic 
work dating back at least to th(‘ fiftli (1829) edition of Amos 
Iviton’s Manual of Botany, would for e.xamplc lie n'placed by 
the unfamiliar P. hradburyi Pursh if Fraser’s (’atalogue is ban¬ 
ished to a nomenclatural limbo. \\a tielieve tliat the interests 
of nomenclatural staliility would lie lietter served by the ad¬ 
mission of Fraser’s (’atalogue as a proper publication than by 
its rejection, but we do not n^ly on that argument to support 
our position. 

Dr. Shinners argues that Nuttall was not himsi'lf the author 
of Fraser’s (’atalogue, and this may perhaps be true in a strictly 
literal sense, although it is obvious tliat the descriptions and 
comments accompanying some of the names must b(‘ Nuttall’s 
own. Dr. Shinners further states that since th<‘ names were 
“anonymous as pul)lished,” and “not avowedly a(‘cepted by 
any author,’’ th(\v are not validly jjublished. Presumably he is 
relying here on Article 43 of the International (’ode ot Botanical 
Nomenclature (Ftrecht, 1952), which says that “A name (1) 
which is not accepted by the author who published it ... is 
not validly published.” This rule, however, as sliow n 1)otli i 
the examples and by the published discussion (Proc. Gth Int. 
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Hot. (’()iif;r. 1 : 3()4-3()G. 1030. LcidiMi) \vhi(‘li preccMhul its orig¬ 
inal adoi)lion, cU'ni’ly poi’tains oidy (o tlio intent of tln^ author as 
expi'ossed in the puhlislual work itself. If a name' is formally 
and int(Mitionally used, the perliinnit pail of Artiel(‘ 43 is eom- 
|)lied with. It matters not that t In'author may ehange his mind, 
or n(W(‘r again us(‘ th(‘ nanu', so long as he has accepted it. in the 
j)ul)lish(sl work. 

Di‘. ShiniH'rs’ (‘onttnition that lh(‘ nanu'S in Fi'aser’s ('at.alogue 
w(‘re rc'ally anonymous, I’ather than Ix'ing properly attributable 
to Xuttall, is immatiM'ial. Anon\inify of the author is no liar, 

/ % « 7 

un<l(‘r th(‘ Kuh's, to \ali<lily of publication of a name. Dr. 
ShiniK'rs sugg(‘sts that his altianpl to disciualify anonymous 
names in I'raser’s ('atalogiu' is mer(4y an apj)lication of a principle 
liropouinhal by l\ous.s('au ( I’a.xon 4: 40—12. 1955) in tiu' latter’s 

attempt to dispose' of the' anonymous generic name' Aiiirricuf;. 
\\\' de) ne)t wish tee e'emime'iil e»n the status e)f .4?//.e77V‘a.v at tiiis 
time, but we' wenilel j)e)int eail that the' eiuestieen I’aise'el by benis- 
se'au as to the' se'rieeus inte'iil eef the' author e)f Anirr/cHS eloes 
not apply to the' names useel in braser’s ('atale)gue. 

Dr. ShiniK'rs peeints e)ut that seeme' eef Xuttail’s name's |)ubli.sheel 
in Frase'i'’s ('atale)gue' we'ie* late'i’ take'ii U{) by him, whilei eethers 


were met. k'reem this situalieni he* e-eine'lueie's that 
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eainsistemt t I’e'at me'iit. giyes us suflie-ie'iit legal greamels, if anejuym- 
ity lie nett e'lietugh, tet elisre'garel all names in the' (’ataletgue.” 

We 



The' names in Fra.sei’’s ('atalejgue we'ret ace'epted 
in that jtublislie'el wetrk by wliete'ye'r wmte it, aiul the subsecpient 
ae'tietn etf Xut.tall etr any etthe'r petssible' autheti' has net be'aring 
etii the \’alielity etf their publicatietn. 

Withetut at this time trying tet elette'i'mine what, e'etnstitutes 

Ai’tie'h' 42 etf the Hides, we' belieye that 
thetse new name's which appe'are'el in I’raser’s (.'ataletgue, ae*- 
e-etrupanieel by elescriptietns, a.ie' N'alielly publisheel.-- the new 
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